When the second world war broke out the Soviet
Union did not have to change its policy upon entering lb>
anti-Hitler coalition together with Great Britain and the
United States. This was a natural sequence to the foreign
policy the Soviet Government had been pursuing before
the second world war.
. The dangerous threat overhanging Europe, and not
only Europe, which emanated from fascist Germany and
aggressive Japan, with their lunatic plans of world su-
premacy and of crushing all states that opposed this, com- *
pelled the ruling circles of Great Britain and the IMted
States to unite with the Soviet Union against the forces of
aggression and fascism. Thanks lo this alliance be-
tween the U.S.S.R. and the democratic* countries,
the aggressive Powers were vanquished and important
agreements were concluded with regard to the postwar
settlement.
The Soviet Union now too holds by these agreements,
\\hich were designed to protect the interests of democracy
and to prevent new aggression. The Soviet Union legiti-
mately demands that these agreements be implemented,
and that new questions which may arise in connection
with this be also settled by mutual agreement between the
interested Powers. No one can deny the consistency of
the Stalin foreign policy of the Soviet Government, nor
that it fully accords with the interests of international
security.
The whole point is that since the end of the second
world war changes have taken place in the policy of the
ruling circles of the 'United States and Great Britain which
virtually imply repudiation of the agreements concluded
jointly with the U.S.S.R. aimed at the establishment of a
stable democratic ipeace after the war, and which reflect
the desire of these circles to impose their peace, an impe-
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